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DETAILED ACTION 

a. This action is responsive to communications: application filed on 1/14/2004. 

b. Claims 1-20 are pending in this Office Action. Claims 1, 10, and 15 are 
independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 10 is not limited to tangible embodiments. In view of Applicant's disclosure, 
specification page 24, lines 8-18, the medium is not limited to tangible embodiments, instead 
being defined as including both tangible embodiments (e.g. disk, memory) and intangible 
embodiments (e.g. signal bearing media, radio frequency, light wave). As such, the claim is not 
limited to statutory subject matter and is therefore non-statutory. 

Regarding claims 11-14 depend from rejected claim 10, comprise the same deficiencies 
as those claims directly or indirectly by dependence, and are therefore rejected on the same basis. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: "The method of claim 7" 
A singular dependent claim is permissible in which a dependent claim refers to a preceding 
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claim. It should be kept in mind that a dependent claim may refer to any preceding independent 
claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims 
was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point 
out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time 
a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1 -20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Georgalas et 
al. (US Patent Application Publication 2005/0216498, hereinafter referred as Georgalas) in view 
of Davis et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0024888, hereinafter referred as Davis). 
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As to claim 1, Georgalas discloses a method for validating and configuring a database 
transaction request (configure and validate request based on rules, paragraph [0009]), the method 
comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

identifying a first transaction criteria (associated rules/policies, paragraph [0031]-[0033]) 
of a plurality of transaction criteria (rule store, paragraph [0029], lines 4-6) in a singleton in- 
memory object (policies are stored in an in-memory, XML-based database, paragraph [0099], 
[0127]) by reading a client identifier element value (identification of role, paragraph [0060]) 
specified in a database transaction request, wherein each of the plurality of transaction criteria is 
associated with a respective client (each policies is associated with role, Figure 1, item 131); 

determining default data for a database path (paragraph [0073]) based on the client 
identifier element value; and 

generating a database command (store data or query, paragraph [0072]) including the 
default data (paragraph [0027], [0073], lines 1-3). 

Georgalas discloses the elements of claim 1 as noted above but does not explicitly 
disclose determining default data for a database path based on the client identifier element value. 

Davis discloses a rule manager that retrieves rules based on customer information 
(paragraph [0014], lines 11-14, paragraph [0028]) and the default data is based on the customer 
information retrieved from customer bag (paragraph [0037], lines 14-17, for example, different 
customer received different discount value, Figure 4A, paragraph [0039], lines 13-15). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to modify Georgalas' s disclosure to include customized default data as taught by 
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Davis for the purpose of providing an improved personalization as the transaction is taking place 
(paragraph [0005], lines 8-14, Davis). The skilled artisan would have been motivated to improve 
the invention of Georgalas per the above such that transaction can be customized based on the 
circumstance of the transaction, (paragraph [0005], lines 4-5, Davis). 

As to claim 2, Georgalas discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the database 
transaction request is included in an extensible markup language document (paragraph [0065], 
lines 8-10, paragraph [0067], lines 15-17). 

As to claim 3, Georgalas discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the step of 
determining includes: determining the transaction request does not specify data for the database 
path (use default data when no policies have been set, paragraph [0129], lines 17-24). 

As to claim 4, Georgalas discloses the method of claim 3, further including: evaluating a 
required element of the first transaction criteria; and responsive to evaluating the required 
element, determining the database transaction request is not required to specify data for the 
database path (optional condition for true/false, paragraph [0063], lines 3-10). 

As to claim 5, Davis discloses the database command is a structured query language 
command (paragraph [0031], lines 13-15). 
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As to claim 6, Georgalas discloses the method of claim 1, including: identifying a second 
transaction criteria by reading a client identifier element value specified in a second database 
transaction request; and determining the second database transaction request does not include 
data for a database path specified in the second transaction criteria (data element should include 
class path to run without error, paragraph [0096]). 

As to claim 7, Georgalas discloses the method of claim 7, including: evaluating a 
required element of the second transaction criteria; and generating an error (return failure 
indication based on policy, paragraph [0133], lines 15-20). 

As to claim 8, Georgalas discloses the method of claim 7, wherein the required element 
indicates the second database transaction request is required to include data for the database path 
specified in the second transaction criteria (data element should include class path to run without 
error, paragraph [0096]). 

As to claim 9, Georgalas discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the default data is 
specified in the first transaction criteria (paragraph [0131], lines 15-21). 

As to claim 10, is directed to a computer readable medium carrying instructions for 
performing the methods of claim 1 and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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As to claim 11, is directed to a computer readable medium carrying instructions for 
performing the methods of claim 2 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

As to claim 12, Georgalas discloses the computer program product of claim 10, wherein 
the first instructions are an extensible markup language parser (paragraph [0084], lines 5-10, 
paragraph [0129], lines 1-5). 

As to claim 13, is directed to a computer readable medium carrying instructions for 
performing the methods of claim 5 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

As to claim 14, is directed to a computer readable medium carrying instructions for 
performing the methods of claim 9 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

As to claim 15, is directed to a data processing system for performing the methods of 
claim 1 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

As to claim 16, Georgalas discloses the data processing system of claim 15, further 
comprising a network adapter for receiving the database transaction request (client request and 
data server are connected to communication network, pare [0069]). 

As to claim 17, is directed to a data processing system for performing for performing the 
methods of claim 9 and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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As to claim 18, is directed to a data processing system for performing for performing the 
methods of claim 7 and is rejected along the same rationale 

As to claim 19, is directed to a data processing system for performing for performing the 
methods of claim 8 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

As to claim 20, Georgalas discloses the data processing system of claim 15, wherein a 
plurality of transaction criteria are identified based on the client identifier element value 9 each 
policy is associated with role, Figure 1, item 131). 



Related Prior Arts 

The following list of prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. 

• Beavin; Thomas Abel et al., US 5940819 A, "User specification of query access 
paths in a relational database management system". 

• Carr, Richard et al., US 20020156687 Al, "Method and apparatus for 
dynamically maintaining and executing data definitions and/or business rules for 
an electronic procurement system" 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shew-Fen Lin whose telephone number is 571-272-2672. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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